
Indiana Department of Environmental Management 
Hle Protect Hoosiet:'l and Our F..nvironment. 

100 N. Senate /\ve-nue t> Indianapolis, IN 46204 
(800) 451-6D27 1t (31 7) 232-8603 o 'uVWW,ide:rnJ!'igov 

Michael R Pence 
Gowmm 

July OS. 20i6 

Via Email to: jehanning@uss.com 
Mr. Joe Hanni11g, Manager of Environmental Control 
U.S. Steel Cor·poration, Midwest Plant 
One North Broadway, MS 70-A 
Gary, lndiana46402 

Dear Mr. Hanning: 
Re: Inspection Summary Letter 

US Steel Midwest 

Caro! s_ Comer 
Cnmmiss1'oner 

NPDES Permit No. IN0000337 
Portage, Porter County 

An inspection of the above-referenced facility or location was conducted by a 
representative of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Northwest 
Regional Office, pursuant to IC 13-18-3-9. A summary of the inspection is provided below: 

Date(s) ot Inspection: June 27, 2016 

Type of Inspection: Compliance Evaluation Inspection 

Inspection Results: Potential problems were discovered or observed. 

After 2016, with the adoption of the Federal E-Reporting Rule, the Indiana Department of 
Enviror1mentai Management (IDEM) will no longer accept paper DII/IRs or MROs. IDEM 
recommends the process of enrolling in Ne!DMR begin at this time. Information on NetDMR 
can be obtained at http://www.in.govfidemlcleanwater'/2422.htm. If assistance is needed, 
please contact a member of the Compliance Branch in our office. 

The Records/Reports evaluation generated a marginal rating. Some, but not all, of the 
laboratory reports were available at the US Steel Midwest site for review. The permittee 
should ensure that all records and information resulting from the monitoring activities 
required by the permit, including all records of analyses performed, are stored on-slte for 
review, 

A copy of the NPDES Industrial Facility Inspection Report is enclosed for your 
records. Please direct any response to this letter and any questions to Nicholas Ream at 
219-730-1691 or by email to nream@idem.IN.gov. 

Sincerely, 



Enclosure 

Rick Massoels, Deputy Director 
Northwest Regional Office 



NPDES Industrial Facility Inspection Report 
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

F a::::iliiy Classlflcat~.?n: 

First Name 

Mark 

Brandon 

Lasl Name 

Henry 

I~ iller 

industrial 

Cawnty: 

IN 46368 Porter 

Title 

Environmental 
Coordinator 
Environmental 
Coordinator 

Major 

Pcrtage-Burns Waterway 

Email 

rn henry@ uss. corn 

bsrniller@uss_com 

C) Conditions evaluated wer-e found to be satisfactory at the Lime of the inspectlon. {5) 

0Violations were discovered but ton-ecte-d durlng the inspection. {4) 

(~)Potential problems were discovered or observed. (3) 

D 

Design Flow: 

NA 

Phone 
219-763-5869 

219-888-3369 

0 Violations were discovered and require a submttta! from you and/or a foHmv-up insp-e-ctlon by lDEtVJ. (2) 

0 Violations were distovered and may subject you to an .appropriate enforcement response .. (1) 

Aftet· 2016, with the adoption of the Federal E-Reporting Rule, the lndtana Department of Environ menta! Management 
OEM) will no longer accept paper DMRs or MROs. !DEM recommends the process of enrolling in NetDMR. begin at 

this !tme. Information on NetDMR can be obtained at http://www.in.gov/idernlcleanwater/2422.htrn. If assistance is 
needed, please contact a member of the Compliance Branch in our office.. 
Receiving ·waters: 

S 1 The receiving stream is visibly free of excessive deposits of settled so! ids, floating d-ebris, dl, scum, or 
, --billowy foarn. 

Commems; 

stream was free of notable or solids. 

S 1. Treated effluent is es.sentiatl_y free of excessive solids, floating debris, oil, scum, or billowy foam. 
N 2. Pretreatment discnarge into sanitary sewers appears free of excessive oils. grease, solids, or to am and does 

not appearto be ln vtolatlon of the local Sewer Use Ordinance. 

____!:i_ 3. Pretreatment discharge into s3nltary sewers does not contain materta!s that pas-s through or interfere with the-
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operation of the POTW 

Evaluation of ~1ultiple Outfalls: 

Outfall# Insp. Date Outfall Inspection Comments 

002 6/2712016 Effluent clear and odorless 

003 6/21/2016 Effluent clear and odorless 

004 6/27/2016 Effluent clear and odorless 

204 6/2712016 No problems observed 

Cu11ments: 
The effiLJent was clear and free of color at the time of the inspection. 

Permit: 
s 1. Does the facility have a copy of the current permit available for reference. 

--
N -- 2. lf the permit expires within 180 days. has a renewal application been submitted? 

s 0 
~- Receiving waters.are accurately described ln the permit. 

--
N 4. The permit has been properly transferred tf there is a new owner. 
--
Comments. 

The facility has a V<llid permit. 

FacilityiSite: 
___li_ 1. The facility 11as standby power or equivalent provision, If required. 

s 2 An adequate alarm .or notification system for power or equipment faHure is -avairabie for the treatment facUlty. 

~S_ 3. Safe and adequate a<:cess is provided for mspection of all treatment units and outfa!ls. 

s 4. Facilities and equipment do not appear beyond their useful life. --
5. List any safety concerns noted during the inspection in the box below: 

Comments: 

The facility grounds are well maintained. 

Operation: 
S 1. All facilities and systems necessary for achieving compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit are 

--operated efficiently, including.an anticipated bypass report for steps of treatment taken out ofservice. 

s 2. An adequate, qualrr1ed operating staff is provided to cany out the operation of the facility, including: 
-~ 

a. Certified Operator's on-site a:!tendance andlor qualified operations personnel attendance is adequate. 

b. Adequate documentation of operational activrties, including system monitoring and cleaning. 

c. Adequate funding to ensure proper operatton. 
s 3. Solids handling procedures are adequa:!e. 

_§._ 4. Documentation of solids removal, handling, and disposal is adequate. 

Comments 

' I All un~cs of treatment appeared to be 0 peratmg effic1ent;y. 

1 Ma~ntenance_: 
I_§._ 1. A maintenance record system has been established and includes maintenance/repair history and 

1 preventatlve maintenance plan. 
i _§._ 2. Facility maintenance activities appear adequate. 

I Comments: 
Records of maintenance activities are stored .on ERP Oracle system. 

Sludge: 
_S_ 1. Sludges, screemngs, and slurries are handled and disposed of properly. 

Comments: 

A records review for .January 1 through June 1, 2016 conducted during the inspection showed adequate wasting, 

handling, and disposal of sludg.e Non-hazardous sludge is sent to the on-site landfill for disposaL Sludge with 
chrome is sent to Envirite in llilnols for disposal. An annuai report Is generated by Weaver Boos regarding the on

site sludge disposal. 

Self-Monitoring: 
S 1. Samples are taken at pre-designated locations and are representative~ 

_s_ 2. Flow-proportioned samples are obtained where needed. 

_§._ 3. The facility conducts sampling of all waste streams, Including type and frequency, as required in the permit 

S 4 Sample collectlon procedures, including automatic sampf1ng, include: 
a. Samples are refrigerated during compositing. 

b, Proper preservation techniques are L!Sed. 
c. Containers and holding times conform to 40 GFR 136.3. 
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S 5. Sample documentation fs adequate and includes: 
a. Dates, limes, and locations of sampling 
b. 1\!ame of individual performing sampHng. 
c. Instantaneous fiow for flow-weighted aliquots. 
d. Chain of Custody records. 

N 6, NPDES Perm'rt Total Toxic Organic (TID) requirements are being met 
S 7. NPDES Permit Whole Effluent Toxrcity (WET)-testrng requirements are being met 

Comments· 

The Self Monitoring Program was rated as satisfactory_ All sampling practfces are conducted accurately and at 
~he frequency required by the permit 

Flow Measurement: 
S i _ Flow is pmperfv monitored as required by the permit 

-S- 2. Flow data and ~alibration records are available for review. 
Comments 

The effluent flow meter was last calibrated on September 17, 2015. 

Laboratory: 
The following laboratory records were reviewed: 

Contract Lab Reports Chain-of-Custody 

N 1, The laboratory practices and protocol reviewed were adequate, mcluding: 
a. Writte-n laboratory QA/QC manual 
b, Samples are properly stored. 
c. Approved analytical methods are used. 
d. Calibration and maintenance of instruments is adequate. 
e. Q/VQC procedures are adequate. 
f. Dates of analyses, (and times, where required) 
g. Name of person perfonnlng analyses 

S 2. Revie\v of lab records a:1d/or on-srte ffeld testing equipment and protocols was found to be adequate. 

Contract Lab Information 

I ALS Holland, l~lchigan 
'' 

Comments: 
All testing and sampling is conducted by ALS of Holland, Michigan 

Records/Reports: 
The fo-llowing records/reports were reviewed: 
DMRs for tile period of May 2015 to April 2016 were reviewed as part of the inspectron. 

M 1. All facility records for the period including the previous three years were availabfe for review. 
S 2. DMRs and MIV!Rs are completed properly and accurately including: 

a. "No Ex" column ls accurate. 
b. Signatory requirements are met. 
c. Reports are prepared by or under the direction nf a certified operator. 

N 3. Bypass and Noncompliance reporting are adequate. 
Comments._ 
The Records/Reports evaluatior. generated a marglnal rating. Some, but not all, of the laboratory reports were 
available at the US Stee1 Midwest site for revlew. The permittee shouid ensure that a!! records and mformation 
resulting from the monitor-ing activities required by the permit; incl.uding aU records of analyses 
performed. are stored on-site for rev"1ew 
Compliance Schedules: 
__!~. 1. The NPDES Perrnit Schedule of Compliance monitoring and reporting milestones have been met 
_Ji_ 2. Agreed Order compliance milestones have been met. 
Comments 

The dates for the cornp!iance milestones hove not occurred as of the date of the inspection, 

Effluent Limits Complfance: 
Yes '1_ Were DTvlRs reviewed as part of the Inspection? 

DIVtRs for the period of May 2015 to Apnl 2016 were reviewed as part of tile rnspection. 
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_1':!2_ 2. Were vrolations noted during the review of DMRs? 

commefl\s: 
No effluent violations were noted during the period reviewed. 

Nicholas Ream nream@idem.IN.gov 

Other staffpartfcipafJng in the fnspoo:lon: 

Name(s] Phone Number(s) 

Garry Martin -Portage Pretreatment 219-508..0055 

Rick Massoels 
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United States Steel Corporation- Midwest Plant 
One North Broadway .. MS 70-A 
GARY, IN 46402 

Via netDMRAttachmenr 

March 28, 2017 

Compliance Data Sectiorr 
Oftice of'Water Quality 
fudiana Department of Environmental Management 
I 00 N. Senate Avenue 
Jndianapolis, TN 46204-2251 

l'cbrrrary 2017 DMR Addendum 

RE: Temperatm·c Reporting Rc<p<iremcnts for Outfall 500 at U. S. Steell\fidwcst 

Background 

This letter is being submitted as an addendum to the U.S. Steel fVridvv·est facility (1~ennit INQ000337) 

Outfall 500 temperature data for the month of Febmmy 2017 to address elevate.d calculated downstream 

temperatLLre:s beginning on .February 24.i1\ On February 24ih~ 20 J 7 at 3:00 Tr!vl the mea..c;ared upstream 

temperature oftbe Burns Ditch reached 49.91 degrees F~ at v:.rhich ttme the downstream temperature 
calculated using the model specified in the permlt reached 50.87 degrees F. The dmvn.s.tream temperature 

as calculated using tbe model remained at or above 5{) degrees, which is the Ma.ximum Instream Vv'ater 

Temperature iim.it .specified in the permit in Part lT!./\.2 'l'empe-rature Table J, for the remainder of1hc 

month. By 4:00 VM CST~ l hour after the calculated downstream temperature rose above 50 degre.es .. the 

upstream temperature had increased to 50.34 degrees F, and rernafne.d above 50 degrees}' until February 

25th at 3:00 AJ\It CST. Bet\veen this time and ·February 25tu at 4:00 Piv1~ the upstream temperature 

t1uctuated between 49.15 degrees F and 49.93 degrees F. One hour later~ on February 25m at 5:00 Plvi, the 

upstream. temperamre reached 50J}9 degrees F and remained above 50 degrees F for the remainder of !he, 

month .. The fmal result was the calculm:ed dm-vns.tream temperatore being over 50 degrees F for 98 honrs 
ir. Fob:raary { 1.2% of hours in last 12 months), a;Jd 2 days in whicb the daily max tempetamre exceeded 3 

d~b'TCes F above U1e permit specified Jii.nit (53 degrees P calculated ·_from specified Jimit of 50 degrees :F 
for Februmy) 

Response 

Ii is the position of-U.S . .Steel that the cause of the elevated calculated dmvnstream temperarure vvas due 

to siguificantly elevated upstream temperatDre frorn natural causes outside the control ofU. S. SteeL Per 

Climatoiogica1 Rankings on the website of the National Centers fOr Environmental information, whlch i£ 

part of the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), February 2017 was the 

warn1e:st Febnl-aiJ-' on record :for Cllmat-e Dlvi.si011 l in lnd1ana since records begAn in 18951. C1imale 

1 h1ips:/Jw·wwBcdc.noo.c.gov/temp-and-pTec·ip/di.matological-
l<'tokings/i:nd..ex:pbp ?periods%5B%SD= 1 &par.Bm:;tcr·"'tavg&s.t'.:tte= I 2&.d.iv=} &month, 2&year:=20 l7 &:aso:f=on 





United States Steel Corporation -Midwest P!ant 
One North Broadway, MS 70-A 
GARY, IN 46402 

Division l encompasses the region of1ndiana _in which the lVli&west Plant rr:sidcs. As a result, between 
midnighi on Febn1aiy 24, 2.017 and the end of the month, the average upstream temperature in the Burns 
Ditch v.·as 51.14 degrees F, whkh is greater than the 50 degree F temperature lJmit associated with the 
Midwest Pkmts ~'PDES penn!t The upstream temperature continued 10 climb approaching t1e end of the 

through tht\ end of the momh. 

At any time during the year when the 1.1pstream temperature approaches or exceeds the -downsiream limit 
speci:fk~ in Part llLA.2, it is impossible fOr tl S. Stee1 to meet tl1e limit Based upo_n the calculation 
lnc.ludecl tn Part ill~lL8 fo0tnote vvbich the model used to calculate downstream te:m::or:•t.:re 

an:d the commissioner approved coetTiden! of LQ 17 representing ~'a!pha'~ -in the c:elculatlon, during 

February when the upstream temperature is 49.17 de-grees F or gn.:aler, even \'i'itll 0 t10\1.' from U, S. Ste{::l 

th.e modeL pfedicted tempcramre dovvnstream v.ri.ll be egual to 50 degrees F. As the llpstrcam tempen;ture 
reaches and exceeds 49.J 7 degrees F, there is nD V~-'"ilY that U.S. Steel could .ever meol the .do\vnstream 

temperature hmit. 

(/\) There Shall be no abnormal temperature chang0s that may adversely aiTect aquatic Efe unless 
caused by natural condltions. 

The narm3l daily and seasonal temp..:.-rature flucruations that exl$ted before \:he. addftior1 of 
heal due to t)tbe:· than natural causes .shall be maintained. 

Because the natural upstream tcmpera111re was within2 degrees or higher-o-f the 50 degree limit fnr 
February) the dm:vnstrcam temperature CxC"e.edances were due to na1ura! upstream conditions. 

In add.itinn, Pem1It INOOOU337 specifics in I 11 .A. 1 that at nc time shaJl the Delta T betlveen upstream 
monitored temperature and ciov-.;nstream cal:cu!atcd temperature be greater than 2 F, which l. S. 
S~:ed maintained compliance -vdth fur the duration ofthe month. Behveen midnight ()n Feb:uary 2414 ani 

the end of the month, the highest hourly tcrnpcrr:ture increase from the measured upstream location 1.0 the
model caJcu.lated dm,nstream compliance point (Delta T) was I A3 degrees E From the time the 
cakuluted do-wnstream pGint first reached 50 dcf--_JTees untfl the end of the Tnontl·L J.he highest ca1cul3t.ed 
Deltn Twas J .07 degrees L 

Based upon the ahnmmal!y eJevare-d temperatures seen at the location in Fchmar.y, natural!;: occm:rirt~ 
elevated upstream tcn:pe-:11tu-re of the Bnms Ditch, and the fr1ct tht~t U.S. Steel did no1lncreas-e the 
upstream temperature hy more than 1.43 degrees F versus the permit specitlcd Hmit of2 degrees .F, -!t. j;; 
the pn&ition ofU, S. Steel that rbc discharge lh>m U, S, Steel Outfalls 002, 003, and 004 was not in 
vjolation ofPmt liLA ofNPD!OS Permit JN01}00337 during the month of Febrmu)', Additirmally, L S. 
Stet:! requests to discuss this part of the- permit with IDEtv1 and wouid Eke tn purs:uc modification of the 

p-.:::;rl-nit 10 address scr:narios vvhen the upstream temperature of the r+ver makes it physk<EUy and 
malhcmaticalfy impossibk for-o. S. STeel to meet the downstream temperature limits of the Bums Ditch 
wnterv>fay. 





United Slates Steel Corporation~ !v1idwesl: Plant 
One North 8raadv:ay, hAS 70-A 
GARY. !N 46402 

If you should have any questions: concen1s or need additional infonnation, please contact Brando_n 
Miller D1 (219) 888-3369, or via elcctnmic maU at BMiller@llss.com. 

tt:l3~ 
Direc10r ~ Ern'ironmcnta1 I 1 

United Stales Steel Corporati~ 
G-ary -\Vorlcs, f\·11d\.vesl, Ea:sl Chicago Tin and Granite City \Vorks 





United States Steel Corporaflon- Garv-Works. 
One North Broact-Na}1, MS 70-A 
Gary, lN 46402 

CERTIFTED MAIL 

.February 13, 2014 

Donald Daily 
Indiana Department of Er1viromnental Jvlanagemc-nt 
Office of Water Qnality 
Mail Code 65-42 
100 North Senate /\venue 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2251 

RE: lnspec!io1l Snntmury!Vi~lation Letter Response 
Uni!eil Slates Steel Corporation- Midwest Plant 
l'<t'DES Permit Number IN00{)ll37 

Dear }Yfr.. Dally: 

This letter ls in response to the Yvritten 1nspection SlUI1rnary/Viola.t1orJ Lerrer (Letter) that Y.'as issped b:V 
the Indiana Department of Environmental M-anagement .(JDEtvi) on January 16, 2014 and received hy the 
United States Steel Curporation- lVIldwesi J'lant (U. S. Steel) on January 22, .2014. Please note that 
\Vbi1e U.S. Steel is provi4ing this.response in good faith, this response is not intended to be an admiss'ion 
or indicate culpabiEty on behalfofU, s·. SteeL 

The Letter -,vas issued ·to ·u. S. Steel subacquent :to u comp1iance eva1uatlon inspection of the lvtid·v-?est 
Plantbn December 12,2013. Tbo L~1:terstated the folluwing: 

]. A -,\-"hite dlscoloration T",las obsenn::d to bt; entering_ Burns VVaten:s.,;ay from Outfall 004_, vvhich is a 
violation of Pm1 I. .B. of the facility's NPDES pennit As a result, the R~Jceiv\ng Waters 
Appearance and EffhJent Appearance evalGa:tion area \Vas rated as ~"nnsa'tisfactor.y;'; 
Operations and Iv1alntenance of the fa-c.iHties and systems that .are necessary for ach1.e·ving 
compliance with the temJs ana conditiOns ofthe-1"PDES was rat©d as <~marginal" due io the.·east 
Dissolved Air Flotation (D/\F) Unit being off--line fOr Tepairs dtrring the· comp.lianc,e eval.uatian~ 
and 
The 'Effluent Limits Comp.tiance evatua11on area was mted as 'cmarginar· due Ill a self-reported 
violation of the limitE detailed in Part LA oftl1c NJ?DES pennit 

ReceivinE V·/ aters and Eftluen~.£1-P.P~fiT(I_pce 

The foil owing was summarized in a !eticr to IDEt"1 that was subm.itted on December 17,2013, The- wi1ite 
disco]aratbn that -was obs-erved \Yas a result nfmr upset condi1ion tha:t occurred frmn the caustic cleaner 
system on the Continuous Aimealing line, The caustic cleaner .entered the waste\vate:r:lrcatmont syste~n 1;1.t 

a rate great-er than ImrrnaJ resuhing .in the ""vYhite disc:::lmatiDn that w-as observt~d ·at Outfall 004. The
discoloration was cmTed~d on the san1e day that it \Vas. discovered. 

1.'1 order to -prevent a recurrence~ the caustic Cleaner discharge poi:nt at the· lVfl-dwest ?lant Continucn.1s 
.._ttoneafing Une is being retrOfitted \Alith a metering d.'3vice tO restrict the rate of discl1arge. lJnt.ll the 
discharge line is retrotitted, ·cauStic e-Jear.:er w!ll not be dischar&"ed to the w.astevt'ater treatmern. system 





from the Continu:.ous AJmealfng Line. \\'astevvater discharge .sampling that was conducted rlurh1g the 
timeframe ir: which the discoloration was oceurring showed that no paran1eters exceeded-NPDCS penult 
-fimrts for Outfall 004. 

On lhf r:iati-\ of th0 DO!Y~p!i;:~_nce e.v;dualien fns'pecti.on,_ the ca::.t DAF unit,. ;,.vhlCh is used prhnar!ly to treat 
for Oil a11d Grease (O&G) v,ras ofr-line ibr ensrfneering impmvemcnts. As a result:_ the TDEfvf'-s inspe.ctur 
rated the faeUity's Operation and l\·1aiotemmce as ;~•marginaL~' U. S. Sie:e1 respectfully disagrees with the 
lnspector~s opinion in this instance. 

In lhe Opomtians Section of the NPDES Indosttlal Facility ln&-pection Report the facility was rated as 
~·marginal" for ensuring that ;'all fad1iti~:s and systems necessary for compliance 1'1-'ith the tenns 
aiJd conilitions of lhe per.u:it are cper.ating cfficii,;jntJ::y_~~ It shou!d be noted tl12J, while the ea....zt DA . .F tmh 
\V&:= off-line, <-vast..;-;vater was routed through .a sec:-0nd DAF unit, whk.h was -engineered to singularly 
ntanag-e the fadUty'~.s wasmvater flo-tvs. 11te disc--oloration observed at Outfall 004 ;vas lh no way r~]ait:(l 
to the et1St D.A.._F unifs operational status on t'Je day oi:'tb:e compha.llt:t evuJualion inspcct]mL At no ttme 
'"A1i5 wuste\\'P.-ter being treated or bypassing trcallncnt 

Durii1g the tirncframe in wh i-cb :he- CP...&t DAl' U.tllt wa_q ofi':.Tine for upgrading, the ma:cimum ·concentcation 
of O&G at Outfall 004 was 3.2 mg!L The max1mnm loading of O&G a! CMfall (l04 was 266 lbslday, 
which is only 34.8% of tile NPDES pormit !imit{765 lbslday). Fmthennote, discharge sampling during 
the time when the enst DAF· unit v;as off-line conflrmed that no NPDBS permlt limits- of ru1y kind \"VCre 
exceeded at Outfall 304. indicating that the facility was operating all of the necessary facilities to properly 
i:reat the \vastB\Yater and enSure e-ompllar!ce with the terms and conditions of the NPDES permit. 
Therefore, th.e "'margim!l'" rating should be revised to -'!satisfac-tory': In order to accuratdy n:f1c-cf ti1c statu.£ 
of the fuclllty'·s wastewater trem_mcnt system. 

In the Jvlaimenapce Section of the. hiDES b1du.striaJ Facility Inspe:tion Report~ the tl:tcility v.,•as ra..>ei:i as 
·~marginar"' 1mfitating th2t maintenance act1virie.<>~' may not be adequate. The ff£Hity' s 
maJn:enance activities and procedures are adequate, as they 'identified au opportunity 1D improve the 
system. On Gre day of the 1nspectior, U. S. Steel personnel were ·in the process of retrofitting the east 
DAF unit ·vtith mor-e robust mechanical equipment in order to ruinitnizc the need for on--going future 
n1aintenance. Takin_g the un·(t off~liuc for upgrades while malntai_pjng adequate wastc'!fvatcr trcatrnent is 
appropdate and consistent with good preventative maintenance practices~ and the s.ta~us of the 
maintens:nce actlviti_es should be J"e''lsed to {'sati$factory.'1 

lt should be noted iiml tlw upgrades to the east DAr unit have been completed, and bolh DA.F lllli!s are in 
fun operation. 

Eft1ue-n:t Um1ts Cornolianct' 

The fo-tlowing was surrunariz.ecl i.n a ictter to IDElvi that was subntittcd on February 8.~ 2013. !.ntcrnnl 
Outfall 30.( is .the mahentatk:.aily combined discharge of Inrerna1 Outfa11 204 (Chrome Treattnenf) and 
lmcrnal Outfell :04 (Final Treatment Plane). Totemal Outfall 304 ultimately discharges to Bum> 
\Vaterway through Outfall 001\< On February 3,_ 2013, n treattn:ent plant plUCess control pH excurslon 
occ.mred on one of the two process -..vater treatment Li<tins at the Chrome Tr:eatmem P_lant The pH 
excursion aliowed soluble chromium tn pass through to the discharge of Interna-L Out.faB 204 and 
subsequently to lnteru_a1 OulfulJ 304, Ai the time, the ·proces::; control configur,ation Would not have 





tank r: h-ihkh both trem:nent tr-a.ins UJrriblne to 
discharge, 

ln orcler 'to prevcm <.~ recurrence~ L. S. Steel equipped each treatment tra.in 1vith automated f)roccss 
c.onlTols upstream from '·"'here tile treatrnenl trains comb1ne at the linal pH adjustment Umk prior ro 
discharge. Ac;:;ordtngiy, U, S. Steel Tev-ised its intemal proced!Jres, and th.e associated eonective action 
guidance, to reflec~ tbe .ne\\' a-utomated process cuntr:.rls. 

I:rn-·iromncntel is ·a core valne 2t U. S. SteeL pf t!J1s ".Ye .stivc r.o have clen 
ca.rr:mnrric?Sicm V.ilr:h zn U. S. Stee1 rcqtJesrs .a response 1iom IDEfv1. 

our concerns '".-'ith fue ratings for m1d \1aimenancc in the r,zyD£S 
Industrial Inspection Repmt. Pk,::me cs.H.me at 219-8&8~3369 ore-mal! mt;- at LELegler@;.'Jss_c.om 
if you ne-ed ncir'Htional i_nfonnatio:n. 

Laur;::n 

Jvl.:m.a,:0L Environmental Control 
Unhed Simes Steel Corporation 
Gary \~! orksJ Plant~ East 

cc: .L S. Steel 
F. - L:, S. Su:~e1 
L. Zemb0- IJ. S. Ste-e-l 
F, 1vlon1toleone- U.S. Steel 

Tin Operations 





m Comp!'ete"Jtem~d. 
Item 4 lf Restricted 

m Pl-lnr your 'riame an 
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